OW#)M}WMMM%W
M—WWWWWW?‘F-
Comolioh e liod J: : ) bl M
C?M*WWMW 68 -72 .

IWMMM&WW'

Unit TV — Twe Main Branches

1
v v

CONTRACT BROKEN | FB’ENE FIT WITHOUT CONTRACT

e@®@®®®®®

| ¥
Rgn\l;ed('gé cpm-mﬂwt
Ordinary , speciak, nominal and sther — goctions 68 - 72
. PM*WWMFWM

wnden section 74.
SWWWMW
(brief sverwiow) — with reference 1o
the Specific Relief Act, 1963.
Nste : Indian Contract Act, 1872, with nelaled refernence to the
Specific Relif Act , 1963 as understood in 2021.
Case Study mothed : Facts — Legal issue — Count’s decision — Rule — Application.. -

Goak : Ldentify the covect nemedy on given, facts. PAGE 01/30

LAW oF CONTRACT -I | UNIT IV 2021
REMEDIES & (QUASI-CONTRACTS — ROAD MAP

- What is covered i Unit 1V ?

Compensation under sections 73 - 75.
—
-
. &=
-
s
=
-
-
&
-
=
&=
=

ff
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LAN. OF GONJRACT = & " UNIT IV 2021

BREACH OF CONTRACT — RECAP
6 - What 8 a breach 7

#AMMaWWWMWM%
Aw{udaé to fumfownz a promused gation. witheut

. - -

(ACTUAL breach :
= Fadwe o Pz}:faﬁm when P&W%MMMC& 4 due en
= Example : A promised to deliver, 20 ihb&w-an.ﬁﬂanabﬁf
but did net.
[ANTICIPATORY breach :

|
= Beore the due date, one fuvd?zcﬁkahéy nefuses on disables  gm
themseles j%enm fumfyumwn? the enline promise. -

= Section 39 can allow the other party to end the contract ®
unless that party accepts its continuation. *
—  Example : On 1 June, A o&mmq? anmeunces that the 15 June ‘::
WMMMW &
¢

=

&

[ _

[

&

&

#

[

o

®

8 - What can j%%Z&u}'cb bueach ?
Compensation., appropriote ‘%V“*“bf& )udﬁﬁf, and in some
s N T
Important @ The nemedy depends on the contract , striousness
of buwach, pvidence and faw .

Formula.
(st [ |+t T | oty

PAGE 02/30




LAW OF CONTRACT-I | UNIT IV 25 Octshor 2021 @%

COMPENSATION — SECTION 73
E Wdauth&ﬂaw awa/tddamagté?

Compensalion. aims, as as ﬂmmzy can, to pul
the (nnecent L‘Efm» W{:;aﬁ&nﬂwgwmcfdhméwuw

%ﬂwmﬂmmmnw

Under s. 73, MW&M%W%MWW
NATURALLY mmmmaﬁw or one that the
MMKNEWWMM?WCMMWMML‘@/M

fwnats!wmch

The law excludes REMOTE and. INDIRECT" Less .

Example : B agues to deliver Jlown for T 8,000 but breaches.

APW%MMW% F9,000. %AM&M
mW?iOOOma#bea, dinect loss .

___—~Afw,alawu meant to purish 7
MNO'MW mmfgwnwafm?
A&uayachw@mwaﬁm nemeleness mmb&mmﬁa&on

and. prosf.

_.-—-

Key Principles under Section 73

| |
£ ! r— J, N \L
(" Comsation. | [ Remotentss Mitigation Pros )
Less must be Lmnuwfm The innscent Loss must be
caused the rmtwmﬂz nuwf: take ‘th
beach . b? W"/ﬂ‘m sleps 1o neduce Ma’t:!!zﬁm
7 Lm Loss s J

Lwdmgamé Had&?vﬁaamdafeamiﬁfwb&dhmc}ww?w

PAGE 03/30
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LAW OF CONTRACT - I ] UNIT IV 15 Nevember, 2021

ORDINARY vs SPECIAL DAMAGES

1. ORDINARY | GENERAL DAMAGES :

LMWH&WW He buach in the wsual counse
MI{WWW&%WW nises

mwmtewmw ; ;
2. SPECIAL DAMAGES :

Additional lesses caused bzfunuwal cincumstances which
MWMWM@WWWWW
WWWMW&M
ExM: I{ammiﬁaﬁa@%cmacﬁ%ié

WM@@MM MW&W&M
Fr'wdudhmm,ﬂw}wﬂ&n? may&maﬁ&.
TMWQ@%W&&W.

ORDINARY | GENERAL SPECIAL

Losses that awise in the ﬂddo&dmlfammzd!?

which were known 61
wmafemta. ; S
SECTION 73:

o Not cvony businass loss is recoverable merely becase it happencd
o The claimant must shew the causal link between the breach and
the lsss, and the nelevant al cincumstances

Memory Question : What losses would ncasenable partios have
¢ exf;w&d when ﬂwg made Efé wni?z.aot? PAGE 04/30
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LAW OF CONTRACT - I | UNTT TV 55 o Bsbon 200

CASE — HADLEY v. BAXENDALE
(1854, ENGLISH)

E#f_‘;&t‘_i_: AW”-”WM, W@Wme%aﬁedto
bmmpmt it o thata,)wpﬂa.czmznt could be made .
TMW&MWM . The mill ownens sought
Lost M'a dw‘un? ﬂwﬂay
Consequence in the relevant contractual cincumstances

EWW: SPM'JW that were net  communicated

&mw{imwl# fmwmb(z were TOO REMOTE .

Two ka% ideas :
| & p uW@ p——
Loss mnﬁ Mmuy pecia within _ 25
fwm breack NAe usual reasonable cmmtempﬂaﬁm
cownse . because special cincumstances
were knewn .

This case (5 MWWMMW{VL
section 73 in India.

<

<

-

i

p

. <
Appﬂtcaﬁan ; QE
—> sk what bsth parties knew AT THE TIME OF g
=

=

i:

CONTRACTING .
=% Dom‘t)wﬂwaganﬁndé%aﬁmm-
Key tokeway : The case highlights the Limits of damages through

REMOTENESS and FORESEEABILITY .

PAGE 05/30




LAW OF CONTRACT -I IENIT IV 2021

CASE — MURLIDHAR CHIRANJILAL v. HARISHCHANDRA (1962)

Full case :  Murdidhar Chxhar}f'flfa,ﬂ v Hanishchandna, Duwarkadas,
AIR 1962 SC 366.
Facts : A commencial .Aalz-qf—éymﬁdé :i&fndk.,&ui te a claim
fﬁ'bcmmedamaﬁu WSWMCM&M
how section 73 Limits the ameunt receverable .
P;Lina'!n&i: OAMW&IMWWMWM
Counse ane necoverable ; unusual -losses reguine the
/W; [ | wabd

{ I
OMM Unusual Lssses
'F&Waﬁfaf@mmﬂ? -chmmb&mlgafﬂwaﬂtm
in the wsual counse of MWWWM
events one niceverable . %WWW
wab .

Principle 2 : The claimant is expected to take REASONABLE STEPS
T0 MITIGATE less. A parly cannst hecover avoidable loss

Wmdbyumzmmé&.cm&m
Exmﬂ;ﬂ_: Werk out the less but alse ask whethen the claimant
W%Mta)wdwwit.
Remember Campmaaﬁmwthdaimntinafaapmiﬁm,

net a BETTER pesition from the breach.

MB@SWme,MWMEW
: i PAGE 06 /30
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LAW OF CONTRACT-I | UNIT IV 25 October, 2021

MITIGATION OF LOSS

Q~&napmmdonaﬂ&?afmmwahbnaﬂmﬁm?
Nm.all#NO.
SM?s,EW,MW%WWMM&
bhwwdymmmwwdbymm—w
ACWMMW%EWMM&M.

Example Aa?}watowﬁa%waﬁamz(m?m,oaamdé/mw.
Bmwwmmwthﬂww-
Bnmmd#mm;mm M&n&dlwdyexfmm

chains, and claim. oll. additional. cssts without explanation.

Nete : Motc?atwb dees NOT- demand W%MM& Awuftce
W)ﬂd& Mexbmo’wimm# MEASUNLS .

. ; o
1. Establish 2. Ientify 3. Allow lsss that
vitial loss. | =2 | neasmable | =7 | could not neasenably
altennatives . be avsided .

Caste: Munlidhar Chiranilal v. Honishchandha, Duworkadas.
Note : Reasonable effonts’ is the test, not perfection.
Mok : Avoidable loss should nst be charged to the defendant.

PAGE 07[30

—_—

-
=
-
=
G
=
b=
=
bem
e
o
e
e
o T




LAW OF CONTRACT-I | UNIT IV

contractual )u?/bt wherne  substantiol net been W;
v Wu’a& cicumstances .
SUBSTANTIAL |/ COMPENSATORY DAMAGES:
An amesunt )wﬁf&c&n? an actual &gaﬂ? Cme.daML Lsss .
GENERAL DAMAGES:
SPECIAL DAMAGES:
Unusual additienal lsss wherne the recessary Aioeoiaﬁ knouwd
existed when the panties contnacted. . Mﬁé

These ~categenies may OVERLAP:

\E h 4
Genenal and Ap&ciaﬂ Neminal oand substantial
concern WM&? concern ameunt .
E $
% deli coauses P»wvwl )wf;lacwwt costs — substantial
Aoty drigl g Reee _ |
. I}atubdwlbwac/b caused ne substantial loss, nﬂmmaf)zdwf
G
Caution: C&M@MW&WMM!;M&WW

For emmimti;'z;n .
s Stafb secl 73 51{0’\1« C&&?&W I?— ddlﬂd?u
o Use clearn &?aﬁ examples. PAGE 08/30

25 October 2021
NOM!NAL, SUBSTANTIAL & SPECIAL DAMAGES.
NN A g e e bkt Wi of o
>
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LAW OF CONTRACT - I | UNIT IV 15 August 2021
EXMLP&'W & NmfPe,oumlmg DmagM
G contractual WMPMWWMMQ

OWW WWMI& Wmai‘&,mtw/b-
So exunfl/iamo% or punilive dmmﬁmmexcepw and
Cannot be assumed in a routine sale o seowice dispute.
Claims for mental distress, disappsintment o injuny o
Wmmgmvwﬁgmo&d, 5xcef1&l9n?ifw?onbm&
Mmoégww&mw,m&fwﬂw
Examples :
o A standond delayed delivery Wuﬂg".&mwmm
W&M,ﬁtwmw
-AMMMMWMW,&M’

Inmfndchnp&aéfzmmihaﬁu&'caé&mmww ;
WWW;&?&MWWWM

Exam Wﬂ/m‘fﬁ . Do mtbwat’exmpfaﬂ#’aaamca&?m# <
“quananteed by 5.73. &
/ ¢ PAGE 09/30

——————

—

i TORT ] Fo O NLCTE :
Aim nclude j L8

e ey EeiE -

P -3 LnotpwwdumLt. s -
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L

(" Liguidated, damages | i Penalty, g
o Brd Al siinaly e s ST Pl A
'Pmatﬁeﬁm 'Anwnt.mta '
of contract Both fall |  pre-estimate of loss
wnder | o Net automali
under, 5. 74 'MW!”@ 3
& 4 kwwi%a.?‘f

LAW OF CONTRACT-I | uNIT 1v 15 etober 2024

LIQUIDATED DAMAGES & PENALTY — SECTION 74

Q*W%WWW?S0,000 MWMM?
Seotim7+aﬁf&mmwmb&mm,/jubfdtotﬁe

maoamlmlw? maéumanwnwlmapenaﬁtya

Pa?ab&in.wmym.

‘/_ig,u,ida,tﬁd W’WWMWM’

‘a%’wmwmm)whﬂmé.ﬁ

f&amm compensaltion..

Mr A consbuction contract names 35,000 fmeackweak
Examine gm,mmﬁwm,%w@ofwm

é&oﬁm?‘?&/wadolon?/sded.ﬁ.

Imrpaf'vfant: TMMWWMM&MWM

M,Mnﬁtawin#aﬂ.

Coses . Fateh Chand; Maula Bux; ONGC v. Sow Pipes ; Kailash Nath.

PAGE 10/30
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LAW OF CONTRACT -I | UNIT IV 2021

st

CASE — FATEH CHAND v. BALKISHAN DASS (14963)

Facts : AMWUMM?M W&dt&aw
WWWPMWWWWW
Fww/mdudzfmdted

Issue : Can the 4@4&&4{ ; be MM witheul
wwdwu?mab& on ?

Supreme Count :

. Sact&m?‘?rgwmam&aduafm?fued{mbmﬂm
o The offected party is entitled only to (REASONABLE

COMPENSATION , net meﬂ# the entine named. ameunt.
s TAAM&WW&WWWMW.

_g?alpfunap& AP&"A&?WWWWWMC
Pwual:mu/t WMWMM
Cialion. :  AIR 1963 SC 1405.

Exam methed
Is thew a Is thewe Is the claimed What is the
=7 LEGAL =7 MWWM —|  contractual
AREADH ¢ INJURY ? easonable ? ceiling ?
Conthast :
Goruine_secwnily arnangement Excessive penally
o 4 easomable pre-estimate of s ; :fmt”w,“’f |
.PWWMMMM.& & Dot Bk t'“. Ionced.
WUM o Cout will award neasonable
o Poumissible unden Section T4 . on., subj
wm’umdatlm,”

PAGE 11/30




LAW OF CONTRACT-I | UNIT IV 2021

CASE — MAULA BUX v. UNION OF INDIA (1969)

Facls : ant A“‘f’flﬁf contracts )IW ,Mam'tbc dzp&dflﬂ;
and the deposits wene W‘ted Mowin? afi&?d fai&uwé
to perform. mmmmwmmmwawm
could bgwmrwww@;m.

Supreme Count :

¢ Wﬁmth&fmacafaﬂaofﬁdn? caleulated in meney,
the pmty claimi compensation must Mgzgmm‘f# ‘de

o When exact assessment is 3snuim;1}j &W on impassible,
the law may pomut  neasonable WW within the
Al‘atufm? Limit.

. Mﬁm?#d&uwmeu%WmmW.

Case citatien @ (1969)\ 2.5CC 554.
Exam _question . Can the claimant shsw o neal lsss, and can that

>

-

[

¢

Less be assessed Mamably / <

&

Companison with Faleh Chand : Bsth cases underline .
“neasonable compensation”, nst automatic pm&sﬁmﬁ. =

Key Tewms : (=
E L
=

&=

€=

-

-

&

£

SECURITIES FORFEITURE ?mzl;l. LOSS
' ; Real a
Ameunts (e.9., secwu The act kufunﬁ
dzfaw'ts) 31%&1 to % 5 the szfﬁ&d oh s LK ﬁf:‘ w{fvwd bﬁpmﬂt;
secune performance mg?u( m;,z;un wmmb}mhw; ,
&f contractual uwatfy as o ¢ - shown
obligations. {M. damgu. before k”‘f"‘c ""b.% Wﬂw

PAGE 12/30




LAW OF CONTRACT-I | UNIT IV 2021

CASE — KAILASH NATH ASSOCIATES v. DDA (2015)

meInaMa&maw%moﬁmMwa,
the Delhs Dweé’&pwwnt AMW&W&Wﬁ _
The SMFW Count CWW%W fwmm

frftioe.
Mg; Section. 74 mmé;mﬁ&w morw?,rmdy

because the agneement mentisns forfeitune. \BREACH and
LEGAL INJURY are central ; noasonable compensation. cannst be
deeMWWmM.T&E{Mﬁ.M
ferms %Wﬁma&ﬁm maﬂu,paﬂﬁaw whether the

aﬂegmf WWW@ breach. .
Citalion. :  (2015)4 Scc 136.

Practical _application : 4 deposit clause alone is not conclusive .

1. Conbractual 2. Adual [ 3 Pwn & 4. Maximum

e

5%1@4: Fatth Chard + Maula Bux + Kailash Nath explain
ccm{d aﬁa&'mﬁbnaf WL

-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
&=
-
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LAW OF CONTRACT -I | UNLT IV 25 Gctoher 2021 ®

CASE — ONGC v. SAW PIPES (2003)

Facts AWWW&M%WW{M
W-DM MMWMAWM%CW&
WMMHM Pawulj, exact Lsss .

Suprome Cowrl : Suctions T3 amd T4 must be nead togethor
IWMM,FM?MWQM
W;WWWWQ&REASONABLE
GENUINE PRE-ESTIMATE  and. net an. unweasonable faeml%

Citalion : (2003) 5 5CC 705
Impotant : This dses NOT mean thal tvery sum whitlen inte a
conthact, is always payable.

Read; it with Fateh Chand and. Koilash Noth .

May, suppsrt reasenable ameunt | rDo nel assume automaltic hecoversy

PAGE 14/30
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LAW OF CONTRACT -I | UNIT IV 25 October 2021

CALCULATING DAMAGES — PRACTICAL EXERCISE
Stualtion : A agueed to supply 100 identical notebooks for ¥ 10,000

AM*WMW@MM.BWW 100 equivalent
WM{M?MJOOMWWWT??M%

DWWW Bmmmdxﬁfymubmwmm
Pessible DIRECT PRICE DIFFERENCE

F 11,500 - T10,000
% 10500

OWW:mewuaﬁmW’ {Mum!;&ﬁm
MWWWW,WMW@M%&?3
mm&d{w{ Care must be taken net to count the same less twice .
MWMW?!{0,000 when suitable neplacements were
available

%?II,EOO,WMWMWQMMM
B RWMM&/LW UWW?M gl
o Puice paid-= ¥11,500 o Puce paid = ¥ 20,000
o Recoverable pu difference o Extra awoidable ameunt
= 1,500 W‘W o s.73) (¥20,000 - ¥11,500) is net
o Other foresceable losses Waﬁmﬂy necoverable .
also be necovered (Mm $ LWM&M&MM&M
cmmta?) Mf&ff-w{fw, W to

Vabid contract ? % CONTRACT DAMAGES =

@

@ Buach by A? =
@W—WWMW%WM? %WMM)
%Iaﬂwlmm nany Loss o0 o, koown special fous? | NOT guananteed. profit
®
@

Pil B take esnol st t it o L | o Lt

Ewdmc&aff/wmwunf&f Loss ?
Is s. 74 nelevant (e-f?. Liguidated 61 Femdi? clause) 7 PAGE 1530
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LAW OF CONTRACT-I | UNIT IV 2021

COMPENSATION AFTER RIGHTFUL RESCISSION
(SECTION 75)

Section 75 of the Indion Contract Act, I872 gives

WW@@WWW?MM@W.

M:A WQMMaWLMA#iJm.
AW&W%.BW ends the
mmwwcwmﬂmmedé#;qis

nm«%mm,
A promises B rescinds
to deliver i d the centract
o machine || BAEYN T | and may claim
b#iJ'u,nz. it Mcmmdbg
ABW—W.

W&d{WﬁWrnmwﬁaﬁm becouse a
dwl?u theow mind . Rescission Mmﬁ% juat{Wf{ed.
Remember :
@Saobbnélfadd)wmnuta}mﬁanoj&n%ﬁsw%ma
veidable centract is nescinded.
@ SMYEWWMtaWW
Quick Question :
memz&aﬂbn&adtadama?u?
gmwwmmmm

PAGE 16/30




ISAWLOF GONTRACT =Nk [S DN IV, 2021

RESTITUTION AND SECTION 65

Q_aWWMSeM65dealwfﬂu?
swtzmwmmmmaﬁammmtouvm,
o a contract that later becomes void.
APWWMCMMWWW%MW

that advantage , on compensate fon it , to the porson from @
whom it was neceived . |

AWMWW%&WCW.
LM,WM@MMWMWWW
becemes void. .
Ama?}w&tammwmmamdMSuﬁmé&

Q - Key Peint.
Rmzmmwmwmdbmfm;
Mﬁamda&otémﬁcmmmmbyw
breach . Both ore net the same.

Q - Compare .
Restitution Dﬂﬁ
" Return what “P fﬂﬂwm
MCM”-W @yw WJ, i
J
It mequines the posen It compensotes the injuned
neceived . by a breach.

2P PSP PEPEEPTEPILY

PAGE 17/30




LAW OF CONTGRACT — I =« |88 UNLTE IV 2021

REMEDIES: A QUICK MAP

© Damages Sections 73 and 74 :

(3 Spwl,ﬁicpv%ywmnce,'
A cot o raqiving o panty 4o porfos. o
MWML%WM MW@WSMO
RMA&: 1963

RWW#M%MM@

WWW

(6) Restitution :

Restonation. of o benefit , including unden Section 65.

7
m {_> WWMW J
i MWMWM? PAGE 18/30
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LAW OF CONTRACT - I | UNIT 1V 2021

SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE : BASICS

Tt is govowed by the Specific Relie) Act, 1963.
3 - Sectien |0

Section 10, as amended in 2018, says AP“%«GFJAW&
M&WW‘M&SW 1€2), 14 and 16.
4 - Nata,vadab&fmawugcmbmot
Itamwmwpwm.smmmw
contracts MW&&M’ enchzd;Seo&'mlé
dﬂaléwéﬂtpm«ulbafwi’owz%
5 - Examp®
A a?/wutowa,f;mﬁwlm wmwab&pwpmtyand
nefuses to complete. B may seek specific perfermance
A kefumiowfd’e} B

agrees to sell seek
immevable F’wf’”‘ty Jic
”’E%WMWW
b - Distinetion véwm Damages
Domwwmw: damages awond money ;
specific perfermance dinects the promised. act . pace 19/30
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LAW OF CONTRACT -I | UNIT IV 2024

INJUNCTIONS AND PREVENTIVE RELIEF

AFLW&@MW%@W&WM,
MMM%W{M&M.

The Spuéféo Reliel Ax,rqezww.

= Section 38 : concomns porpetual injunclions.

= Sectien 39 : WMWWM

—  Section 42 WMDWA%W@%W&

WW’MM to s conditions .

Example : A contract contains‘a valid promise
nattodwdede,cmf«dmaatfglm
The. count considen
it anu?amtum
M‘d.

PAGE 20/30




LAW OF CONTRACT-I | UNIT 1V 2021

QUANTUM MERUIT : MEANING

) s
@mmmuaiaﬁnﬁmmwn?
‘a8 much as is oesowed
Itdwadwadnmfmﬁmwwﬁ&mmm
fmmmmmmmwn concumstances -

@ Ilustration
Suf:peél;A WB@WMM—EMWM-
anﬁ&tupmtefﬂnetm,but/‘\mmﬁuﬂ?
De,pwdin?, MWM,BWCKAMWM
pw»t fmt&waﬂkdmae,.

A | b purt | B A;Mé AR o
asks 2 | completes > ! !
| wﬁf‘b of the werk part completion :ﬁ)wf"":

(3) Impertant Points

g

%@WMW%;’&H%MWMLW@M
M W’naﬂmﬁ‘m&t)w’dce..
%Itd@en&m%e&?aﬂém,w&dbemﬁtand

cincumstonces .

(B Memory Aid

fon, f;mmww%m done , and what is its
neasonable value?’ PAGE 21/30
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LAW OF CONTRACT -1 | UNIT IV 2021

WHEN CAN QUANTUM MERUVIT APPLY ?

Itwwmmwsmm:
VR e Kisgatin's 5% i

@) A divisible contract allows pagment for an accepled port.

(3 Luofully supplied sonwices ore acespted, without an
ottnact Section 70.

@ AWWWWM,M@W
hud@m%bmwp%«mm%@mt.
Tlusinotion AWB&MMMWW

Reem 1 Room 2

(accepted)  (stopped)
Poyment depends on the contract Tvms and the facts.

Coution : A penssn who simply abandens an entire contract

MWWWMW%

pa)dxaL

PAGE 22/30
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LAW OF CONTRACT -I | UNIT IV 2021

————

CASE LAW: PLANCHE v COLBURN (1831)

@O Facts :
AMWW%W@MW
&péwmfdpab&mﬂm MW!}W

@ Issue :
MWWWMMWM?
Q) Principle.: —

When, the sthen parly provents wn-,uffatm, =
MM&WM@MWWM

nw#bemmb&.ﬂtﬁmuaf&mmw

@ Example
AMW@&&W@&MMWW

© Exam bin:
Quantum. monuit concoms asoroble value , not

.Cd%m‘ g Wi PAGE 2330

—
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LAW OF CONTRACT -I | UNIT I¥ 2021
QUASL - CONTRACTS :  INTRODUCTION

Q - What are Quasi-Contracts !
A quasi-contract is not oam ondinary controct made bif
offer and acceptance.
Tﬂ&WW&WMZ&@WMW

person.. s ;
@ Section 61 Paging another's Legal sblgation 1o “ it
® Secion 70 : Lauwful non-graliitous ac; EAMMM
® Sectim TL: Findor of govds aw:.-i !

B Section 72 : Money puid or propenty delivered by Liability
mustake o4 coencion .

Main idea. :
NMMWWM%PW?W

PAGE 24/ 30




LAW OF CONTRACT-I | UNIT IV 2021

SECTION 68: SUPPLY OF NECESSARIES

1) When does Section 68 apply 7
Section 68 afafa&'eé when necessonies suited to the |
m@lﬁ%in%of&wimwﬁfbajmw;
Mwmijwalww
EWPM:WéanJ&'ed.

2) Right of supplier
Waaﬂn&mmbzﬂmwm#mﬂmtmmpm

5 ;

person
9 hlrpts
Awﬁ;&a mM’dWWW’cWﬁoa
W.ijhm%%mmma,ﬁlmagdm
seumbunsement fwmthanu'm’ap/wpmt#.
i e 3.2 |S
Q@M&MM Qﬂéz"oq_
%WWMMPMMM%HM&MMM e
MWM. -
~ Reimbunsement is Limited, to the legal rule and :
WW"&W' q_
Q_/\/&twef?luw?iéa,‘mmrg’. :
Aﬂ%MW&mWW&%WtoW -

FM’A needs .

o
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SECTION 69: PAYING ANOTHER'S DUE

Section, 691 (oncens a person interested in paying meney
that ansther pewson is bound b?.ﬂauatv pay uﬁh&‘ﬁwkﬁﬁnz
= The payer may be neimbunsed £%f the persen lkgaléf

Zwundtopa?.

Example : A tonant’s bowful intorest in. deased property is
threatened becouse the landlord fails o pay a compulssry
goverment due. The tenart-pays’ to protect that intonest.
Section 69 may allow reimbursement i ds condiions are

WM .

Three clues
D Ansitor femehupe et B e G [C’"‘fﬁ“’
W OVT.
® You had an intirest in. making oy A
EE Teﬁw Landlord
@ You actually poid

Note : A mew volunteer ouka'fw%fScuﬁyb ne protected interest
Ased%%vwnt.

PAGE 26 /30

PP PR PEPPEELLY



LAW OF CoNTRACT -1 | UNITIV 2028
SECTION 70 AND B. K. MONDAL

Q - Section 70 : Mmming, and. Scepe

Sem?Oaﬁ&uwmemW MWM?
awwiﬁzh. or delivers zu»nzthu%% withsut AJﬂ&Mhiuﬁ? te act
3hazh4t6udé% and. the sthen zuyaya its ﬁen%ﬁt
The '6£ﬂﬁéwwaﬁ#f must compensate o nestowe the thaﬁ?”
Q - B. K. Mondal Case

State of West Bengal v. B. K. Mondal & Sens,
AlR 1962 SC T79.

f5u¢ﬂ£u%; Wk was fMﬁfbanuut and the State eyybyai the
W- The Su.fwm Court - examined restitution under
Section. 70 ¢L&yﬁib probloms with a,‘f&&nubﬂ contract .
Q — Three Essential Eloments
(D) Lawful act — the act done ou thing. delivered. must

be W

(3) Bensfit enjoyed. — the sthen person must hawe
WWW%WWMM

Gl lﬂwgwwtant Point
Fhﬁwﬂznt i net due nuvwéy becouse unnegquested work was done.

Both a lawful act and an.zuyﬁ?ai bensfit one 2ssential .

PAGE 27/30

-
(e
e
—
&
€
£
(2
€
&
=
L
&




LAW OF CONTRACT-I | UNIT IV 2021

SECTION 71: FINDER OF GOODS

Q - What dees Section 71 provide ?
A persen. whe finds goods belonging ts ansther and. takes
MWWMWWW ab a bailee .
_E_%-'AWWMB bagaw{kupéw%m&
buging to locats its ownen.
= A sheuld exencise neasenable core and nst treat
¢MWM@PJM
@Pm:
@ The Legal \esponsibility begins whon the findor fakes
(3) Section 71 does not sy that finding preperty autematicaly

Memery bne ;| Found goods + custody = bailee-like ducties.

@-CMWWMW?MWWM?
No . Sfaeaal[egalwndoﬁm%
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LAW OF CONTRACT - I | UNIT IV 2021
SECTION 72 AND KANHAIYA LAL

2. Case : Salesr 10X O%MVKMMMMM Sanaf
T AR (950 B
The Supreme Cowt held that mm:ujpaid undern a
mistake of law con fall within Section 72 -

3 Exwple
AW&5000M5A aoc&u«wtlx#mwtak&

B comnot Mf:»ﬂy heep it
Rs.5,000 ! B
(P“‘d” %‘

(b mistake) e )

- SWWWQJWFWW

o Section 72 concoms mistoken o1 coenced W

dztwmg
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LAW OF CONTRACT -1 | UNIT IV 2021

Unit I'V: Quick Revision

Breach and damages:

Actual breach = failure when performance is due.
Anticipatory breach = refusal before the due date.
S.73: natural or Known special loss; no remote loss.
A claimant must take steps to reduce the loss.
S.74: reasonable compensation, not every penalty.

Other remedies:

S.75: compensation after rightful rescission.
S.65: restoring an advantage where’applicable.
Quantum meruit: reasonable payment for work.
Specific relief is subject to'its own statute.

Quasi-contracts: Sections 68-72:

68: necessaries for person unable to contract.
69: interested person pays another's legal due.
70: lawful non-gratuitous act; benefit enjoyed.
71: finder of goods has duties like a bailee.

72: return money paid by mistake or coercion.

Case laws to remember:

Hadley; Murlidhar; Fateh Chand; Maula Bux,
Kailash Nath; ONGC v Saw Pipes; Planche;
B. K. Mondal; Kanhaiya Lal.

Revise: damages, quantum meruit and Sections 68-72.
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